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1 . This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species: the silicone compounds 1), 2) and 3) in claim 1 . The species are independent 
or distinct because the are structurally distinct. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. Currently, claims 1 , 5 and 9 to 16 are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims 
readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim 
is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless 
accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which depend from or otherwise require all the limitations 
of an allowable generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims are added after 
the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. 
MPEP § 809.02(a). 

2. During a telephone conversation with Kenneth Wheelock on 5/17/06 a 
provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of silicone 
compound 2), claims 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9 to 16. Affirmation of this election must be made by 
applicant in replying to this Office action. Claims 2, 4, 6 and 8 are withdrawn from 
further consideration by the examiner, 37 CFR 1 .142(b), as being drawn to a non- 
elected invention. 

3. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). 
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4. Please note that in the parent application, now US 6,630,41 5, the claims are 
limited to the species represented as silicone compound 1 ). A double patenting 
rejection would have been necessitated had applicants elected 1). 

5. Claims 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9 to 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 , the subscript modifying (R 3 2 SiO) is unclear. It appears from the rest of 
the claim language that this should be "d". Clarification is required. 

In claim 3, reference to the "treatment silicone compound of claim 1" is confusing 
since claim 1 is, in fact, drawn to a polymeric fabric. 

For claim 5, this language appears to be redundant since a polymeric fabric 
treated with the silicone of claim 1 is what is, in fact, claimed in claim 1 . Such a 
rejection applies as well to claim 7. 

In claim 14, it appears that this claim should depend upon claim 12, not claim 13, 
since claim 13 already limits the polymer to polyethylene. 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9 to 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Burkhart et al. in view of Sabia et al. 

Burkhart et al. teach a method of making polyether siloxanes. See the siloxane 
made in Example 1, which meets the elected polysiloxane polyether (2). Column 4, 
lines 3 to 5, teaches that the siloxanes can be used "for the same purposes as the 
polyether siloxanes known from the state of the art". 
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Sabia et al. teach under the Background of the Invention that polyalkylene oxide 
modified silicone copolymers are known and impart hydrophilic properties to polyester, 
polypropylene, polyethylene, cellulose and various papers. This meets the various poly- 
meric fabrics in claims 9 to 16. 

Since Sabia et al. teach that it is known to treat polymeric fabrics such as those 
claimed with polyalkylene oxide silicone copolymers in an effort to render them hydro- 
philic and since Burkhart et al. teach that the siloxanes therein can be used in any 
known manner, one having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to treat a 
polymeric fabric with the polymer prepared in Example 1 of Burkhart. Motivation arrives 
from the expectation of preparing a final product that is hydrophilic. In this manner the 
instant claims are rendered obvious. Please note that it is prima facie obvious to use a 
known composition in an known manner to obtain the properties and benefits known to 
be associated therewith. 

8. Ishikawa et al. is cited as being of general interest. This reference teaches the 
elected polymer as a treating agent for a polymeric fabric but does not qualify as prior 
art against the instant claims due to applicants' priority date. Bailey is also cited as 
being of general interest. This reference requires a SiH group that is not found in the 
instant claims. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Margaret G. Moore whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 1090. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Wednesday and 
Friday, 10am to 4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Randy Gulakowski can be reached on (571) 272-1302. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 
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